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l, it i line, , read | Y not? instead of “ ee 
8th line, read “ people system,” instead 
“papal ‘eystem.” ? 


tter, ‘is absurd.” 


‘ 79, 14 line, read “¢ prisons” instead of « persons. es 
“80, 2d line, read “ you need not fear that I shall 
use any scandalous words.” 
tt 87, 2d line of 6th verse, read “ without a charm 
in bag or beads.” . 
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The following is the evidence of William Macfadden 
who was not only the chief ins'rument of provoking the 
matter contained in this book, but was present and heard 
every word as they were spoken by the Priest and the 
author. ’ 


I, William Macfadden, certify this foregoing statement 
correct. 


Mac F. having left the city recently the writer thought 
it best to have the endorsement of the undersigned who 
were present when he read the manuscript to Macfadden. 


“ [hereby certify that I was present and heard Mr. Hur- 
ley read this conversation held by him with with Mr. 
Cain and saw Macfadden endorse it by his signature. 
PETER SHUTE, 
No. 188 3d avenue. 
Marcy 5th 1849. 


Being present when the above occurred, I concur with 
the statement above. 
JAMES BODINE. 
; No. 126 East 21st St. 
June 5th, 1849. 
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PRELIMINARY REMARKS. 


——— ¥ 


Tue author of the following pages is an Irishman. 
Born and brought up in the Roman Catholic Church, 
he firmly believed and submissively obeyed its teachings 
until he attained the years of manhood, at which time 
he left his native country and emigrated to the province 
of Lower Canada. In the absence of earthly friends he 
sought comfort in the ordinances of his church. He 
frequented the Confessional and Communion once a 
week regular. Owing to circumstances which necessa- 
rily prevented him from performing the penances enjoin- 
ed by his confessor, he purchased a dispensation for ten 
dollars, which freed him from penance for the term of 
one year. at oN 

While enjoying the benefits of his dispensation he 
endeavored to convert a Protestant to the church of Rome. 


In doing this he left no stone unturned in his effoits to 


convince the man of the truths and claims of the Romish 
Church. In addition to the catechism and other means, 
he dealt profusely in the traditions prevalent among the 
Irish Catholics. The Protestant did not object.to receive 
the traditions, but wished to know if they were 
genuine—he wished to know where they were to be 
found. The writer told him he supposed they were all 
contained in the Bible, . The Protestant offered him the 
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loan of his Bible, requesting him to search and bes satis- 
fied for himself that the Bible contained no such thing, 
‘The writer took the Bible more with the view of getting 
rid of the: other, than with any disposition to read Mui 
This was the first Bible the writer ever held in highaadigh 
and being always told that more hurt than ‘good would ~ 
result from reading it, he was afraid to peruse it. He 
deposited it under the tick in his bed. It was found 
very soon, and everv exertion made by the family, who 
were Roman Catholics, to induce himto giveit up. See- 
ing their efforts failed, they sent for his confessor—the 
very man who granted the dispensation. Ile came. 
But his arguments, instead of prevailing upon the writer 
to give up the Bible, excited his curiosity, and led him 
to read it, after which his confidence in the veracity of 
those men who professed to be guided by that book, mean- 
while teaching doctrines contrary to those contained init 
was very materially shaken. His natural animosity to 
Protostants prevented him from hearing, much less re- 
ceiving, any instructionfrom them. He embraced every 
opportunity when he could conveniently find access to a 
priest, to converse with them, endeavoring at all times 
to be conscientiously reconciled to the Church. Finding 
that impossible, he felt desirous of visiting some coun- 
try where Protestantism did not exist, and see what the 
state of things were there—suchas Portugal and Spain 
and other places, after going to which he became sat- 
isfied the Church of Rome was more a political than re- 
ligious system, and that it was better adapted to de- 
grade than elevate its subjects. 

After a thorough investigation, he became fully satis- 
fied of the genuineness, authenticity and inspiration of the 
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Holy Scriptures, and sought that instruction from the 
pages of the Bible which he was satisfied none else could 
go correctly give. The reading of that blessed book, ac- 
_ companied by the spirit ofits Divine author, finally gave 
that peace to his soul, which the world could neither 
give nor take away. 

Pitying the spiritual condition of his country people, 
he applied himself directly to labor among them, in 
which labor he is now engaged—and blessed be God, 
often has his soul been retreshed, by seeing the fruits o: 
his feeble efforts blessed in the conversion of many 
ef them to the truth as it is in Christ. 

On February 16th, 1849, he called at the store of Mr. 
Shute, No. 188 3d avenue, to purchase some lamps. Mr. 
Shute inquired for what purpose the lamps were to be 
used. The writer told him they were intended fora 
meeting house, and that he labored for the spiritual good 
of his Irish Catholic brethren. There was a young man 
employed in the store of Mr. Shute, who came and intro- 
duced himself to the writer as a Roman Catholic.* The 
writer told him he was not a Roman but a Christian 
Catholic, brought up in the Church of Rome, but con- 
verted out of it, and was now laboring as a Missionary, 
under the direction of the American Protestant Society. 
He expressed his sincere sorrow for such weakness. 
The writer thanked him for his sympathy and continued 
talking tohim. In recommending the Bible to his notice . 
he said he had read some of that, but he was not going 
to do so again. : 

“ Why not, my friend ?” 

“ Because it is false!” 


*His name is William acfadden. 
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~ * How did you come.to find out.it was false?” 
°. © The Priest told me so last Saturday, (24th Febra- 
ary, 1849,) in the confessional !” 
“Don’t the Priest make quotations from the Bible in 
support of his doctrines?” 
“ Yes, but that isthe true Bible. Itis only the Protes: 
tants Bible the Priest says is false and corrupt! 1” ‘ 
** Why does he not give youa Catholic Bible then ? 9” 
“T asked him for the loan of one, or told him I would 
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buy it, but he said I would be more pious without it 


There was another gentleman in company with the 
writer who is also a convert from Rome, whose name i is 
Mr. Welsh, and who was instrumental in ‘the 5 PeBNE: 
man’s conversion, for he was hopefully conveited. 

After his change, he went to see the Priest, to inform 
him of the peace he had found; the like of which nei- 
ther he nor any other Priest had ever imparted. Also to 
ask him to reconcile the disagreement existing between 
the text and the notes of explanation given by the Church 
in many places, ina Douay or Catholic Bible which the 
writer gave him. The Priest asked him who it was 
that had thus, and so soon, distracted his mind and given 
him that Bible? Macfadden said it was Mr. Hurley. 

Priest.—‘‘ Why don’t you bring him here ?”’ 

Macfadden.—* He don’t want to come, sir!” 

Priest.—‘‘ He dare not come in my presence. ‘fhe 
was here you’d see how I mould fix him ; let himcome 
here ifhe dare.” i 

‘It appears Mr. Welsh ogi Macfadden that he 
would go with him to see the priests. Macfadden came 
tothe writer’s house, inquiring ‘or Mr. Welsh. ‘Mr. 


; Welsh was not there. Mac‘adden told the writer the 


> 


« 


>i 


~ 


“PRELIMINARY REMARKS. 9 


Priest‘was very anxious to see him, and he, Mac‘adden, 
appeared anxious that the writer should go. Rather than 
disappoint both, the writer started off, accompanied by 
Macfadden. They arrived at the Priest’s house about 
half past seven, P. M., rang the bell, and inquired if there 
were any of the Priests in? 

“Yes sir, Father Cain is.” 

“ Tell him there is a gentleman’ who wishes to see 


him.” 
mo The Priest came down stairs, and the following con- 
. versation took place. , 


ee tee 


Priest.—“ What do you want ?” in a com- 
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manding tone. ae. ’ 


Converted Catholic—<T want to see yer 
reverence concerning a conversation which took 
place between this young man (Macfadden) 
and a certain Mr. Welch upon the subject of 
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religion. The young man said you wanted 
to see Mr. Welch or myself. Mr. W. not 
being at home, and having been concerned in 
‘the matter, rather than disappoint your rev- 
-erence, [have come at your Pigcias, I am now 
at your service, sir.” 

P. ‘“ What is your name, sir ?” 

C. ‘My name is John Hurley, sir.” 

P. “John Hurley, John Hurley, Mr. Hur- 
ley’—looking earnestly, “ What, are you Mr. 
Hurley ?” 

C. “I don’t understand what you mean 
sir.” . 

P. “What are your religious views,” he 
then tauntingly inquired ; “‘ Are you an Episco- 
palian, a Presbyterian, a Methodist, a Baptist, x 
a Congregationalist, a Dutch Reformed, a Uni- 
tarian, a Quaker, a Shaker, a ranter, a flat- 
head, a round-head, a jumper, a thumper, &c.” 

C. ‘You may call me either of the six 
first named ; all the rest I leave you to shake 
hands with.” 

P. ‘What shall I call you, sir,” irritated. 
“I want to know with what sect Ihave to 
contend /* . 

C. ‘“ You have to contend with itd 
from me, but as I have already told you, you” 
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may call me either of the six first named, or 
you may call me neither. I hold fellowship 
with all, but am. not a member of either.” 

P. “In what denomination were you 
brought up 2” © 

CHI was brought up in neither of these, 
sir.” 

P. “How were you brought up then ?” 

C. “Iwas brought up a Roman Catholic, 
sir. I suppose you have a better right to call 
me by that name than either of the above.” © 

P. “You were brought up a Roman Cath- 
olic?’? he repeated with much stress. 

CC. “Yes, sir, I was; but I found according 
to my judgment, and the reading of the Scrip- 
tures, the whole system was utterly false. I 
have not come here however, to hold any con- 
troversy with you upon the subject, but have 
come to be instructed by you—for if you will 
show me from the Scriptures or any other 
reasonable source, that I have done wrong in 
denying the truth of your system, I will gladly 
return again into the embrace of your Church 
and be more devoted and loyal than ever.” 
PS Very well, sir, you are welcome. I 
am very glad you have come; walk up stairs 
b. Pao my study ; lay uff your cloak and sit down 
ans, 
mee. ae 
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sir. What is it the Church teaches which 
you don’t findin the Scriptures, sir ?” 

_ C.—<Transubstantiation, aricular confes- 
sion, Purgatory, limbus patrum, limbus infan- 
tum, praying to saints, human merit, priestly 
absolution, service in an unknown tongue, the 
damnation of unbaptized infants, celibacy of 
the priesthood, prohibiting the use of flesh 
meats on certain days, extreme unction; in 
short, sir, your whole system is without foun- 
dation in the Scriptures.” 

He went and called Mr. McClusky, saying, 
“come up here, come, you’ll hear something.” 

McClusky.—“ How do you do sir, I am glad 
to see you, indeed.” 

P.—‘‘ What will you have me commence at, 
Mr. Hurley ?” 

C'.—“ As transubstantiation is the bone and 
sinew of all your errors, I should like to hear 
your proof for it sir.’ 

P.—‘‘ Did our Saviour not say, ‘ unless ye 
eat the flesh and drink the blood of the Son of 
Man, ye shall have no life in you?’ Did henot 
say, ‘he that eateth my flesh aud drinketh my 
blood shall live forever ?’ ” 

O.—* That I grant sir.” 
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P.—* Do you suppose the Son of God would 
deceive any one.” | 

C.—‘No. sir, I do not suppose any such 
thing.” ‘ 

P.—* Do you suppose if he only intended | 
to give them his spiritual flesh and blood, that 
he would have said ‘unless ye eat the flesh and 
drink the blood of the Son of Man, ye shall 
have no life in you;’ furthermore, was it nec- 
essary to confirm the fact, when they said this 
is a hard saying, who can hear it? and many 
of them turned away and followed him no 
more. Do yousir, for a moment imagine that 
he would have allowed those poor Jews, who 
in the honesty of their hearts followed him, to 
have gone away under such false impressions, 
“unless he intended to give them that which he 
promised them ? Sir, it would be the height 
of blasphemy for you to deny it.” 

C.—* Are you ready to hear what I have 
to say on the subject, sir ?” 

P.—* Yes, you may go on now and contra- 
dict that if you can.” 

C.—“ You have reference to the sixth chap- 
ter of St. John’s Gospel, I suppose ; for therein 
are contained the words you have just quoted. 
Now sir, I will show you from the: same 
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chapter how sadly you are mistaken in your 
view of the matter. In the 27th verse of that 
chapter, our Lord says, ‘Labor not for the 
meat which perisheth, but for that which en- 
dureth unto life everlasting, which the Son of 
Man shall give unto you, &c. Then said they 
unto him, what shall we do that we may work 
the works of God. Jesus answered and said 
unto them this is the work of God that ye be- 
lieve on him whom he hath sent.’ You see 
sir, the work of God was to believe, not to 
eat him whom he hath sent. I conceive sir, that 
believing on him and eating him were synono- 
mous terms.” . 
P.-——“ Why did he not say, believing on me 
and eating me are one and the same thing. , 
Therefore you need not go away.” 
_C,—* Allow me time to speak sir, and [ 
will show you. He did in the plainest terms 
correct their mistake. Though like many in 
our day they were too obstinate or self-willed, — 
and consequently blind to understand him. 
in the 33d verse, he tells them, ‘ The bread of * 
God is he which came down from heaven and 
giveth life unto the world. Then said they 
unto him, Lord, evermore give us this bread. 
And Jesus said unto them I am the bread of 
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life. He that cometh to me shall never hun- 
ger, and he that believeth on me shall never 
thirst. But I said unto you that ye also have 
seen me and believe not.’ You see here sir, 
that coming to him, believing on him, and 
eating him, were only different words used to 
express the same meaning.”’ 

P.—No answer—grinning and laughing. 

C.—* Allow me if you please, to read the 
whole chapter from the Douay Bible which I 
hold in my hand.” 

P,.—* Nosir ; you have no right to have the 
Douay Bible. You are not sure that you have 
the right version, are you ?” 

C.—*‘I have the version published by Don- 
. agan, and approved by the Rev. Bishop Hughes 
of this City; also the version published by 

the firm of Smis & McIntire, Belfast, Ireland, ~ 
and approved by Dr. Denvir, Roman Catho- 
lic Bishop of Down and Connor. And I have 
the Irish version, the acknowledged best trans- 
- lation in the world. Can you show me any 
_ thing better than that sir.” i 

P.—* Are you sure you are in your right 
mind sir ! (passionately), 

Leet Keep your temper sir; allow not your 
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right mind to depart from you, and I will show 
you the absurdity of your views.”’ 

P.—‘ Show me if youcan, where they were 
told they must eat him in a spiritual manner.” 

C.—* Will you be satisfied if I do sir ?” 

P.—‘‘I defy you to do it sir—go at it and 
let us hear you.” 

C.—*‘To do that I willreturn to my former 
ground. Inthe 33d verse, the Saviour says, 
‘For I came down from heaven not to do mine 
own will, but the will of Him that sent me, 
and this is the will of Him that sent me. 
That every one which seeth the Son and be- 
lieveth on him may have everlasting life, and 
I will raise him up at the last day. 47th verse. 
Verily, verily I say unto you he that believ- 
eth on me hath everlasting life, I am the bread 
of life. 61st verse. When Jesus knew in him- 
self that his disciples murmured at it, he said 
unto them, doth this offend you. What if ye 
shall see the Son of Man ascend up where he 
was before. It is the spirit that quickeneth 
the flesh profiteth nothing. The words that 
I speak unto you they are spirit and they are 
life; but there are some of you that believe 
not.’ Now, sir, let us hear how St. Peter un- 
derstood these words. 68th verse. ‘ Then 
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Jesus saith unto the twelve, will ye also go 
away? Then Simon Peter answered him, 
Lord to whom shall we go, thou hast the 
words of-eternal life, and we believe and are 
sure that thou art that Christ the Son of the 
living God.’ Now, sir, you say you are a 
successor of St. Peter, will you not believe as 
he did.” 

P.—‘* Who made you a teacher ?”’ he taunt- 
ingly inquired. 

C.—‘ Christ, who converted my soul, and 
whose love constraineth me to preach the gos- 
pel to you sir.” 

P.—‘“ Where is your commission ; let us see 
your authority. If you will prove your com- 
mission, we will hear you, but not without.” 

C.—‘‘I willsir. God made mea responsible 
and rational being. He gave methe Scriptures 
and commanded me to read them as he does 
you; and to let my light so shine that those 
who are in darkness may see byit. J am very 
glad, as I see you need it, that I have come to 
give you the benefit of this blessed light, which 
I have derived from this holy lantern which 
is a lamp to my feet and a light to my path.” 

P.—* You a preacher ? you an instructor, 
gir? You insult me—you are insulting, sir,— 
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you a teacher of the gospel ?” he exclaimed in 
an ardent passion. 

C.—“Iam sorry your heart is so callous 
that hearing the truth so enrages you.” 

P.—Now left his seat and paced the floor, 
using very unbecoming and abusive language. 

C.—** Keep your temper, sir; I beg of you 
be mild; as you say you are the servant of 
Christ, who was meek and lowly, let me see 
you exhibit his spirit. Do you know, sir, 
that St. Paul says, ‘If any man have not the 
spirit of Christ he is none of his.’ ” 

P.—Making wry faces and laughing. 

C.—* You know sir, it ill becomes one gen- 
tleman to grin at another.” 

P.—* You a gentleman—you are a caviler, 
sir, you deny the truth, you deny the trinity, 
you blaspheme—you are ignorant of the truth, 
or else you heretica'ly pervert it.” 

C.—‘“ I confess, sir, that after the manner 
St. Paul was, so am IJ a heretic, believing all 
the law and the prophets, with the addition of 
believing the whole of the epistles and gospels. 
Have you anything further to sustain transub- 
stantiation by, sir ?” 

P.--‘ Did the Saviour not say at his last 
supper, ‘This is my body, this is-my blood,’ 
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or will you deny his words and make him a 
liar ?” 

C.—‘ God forbid. Yea let God be true and 
every man a liar.” 

P.—‘ ‘Do younot in the plainest terms con- 
tradict the words of Christ. What could be 
plainer than what he has said on this occasion, 
and if it were ever necessary he should speak 
plain and without a figure, it certainly must 
have been when he instituted this blessed 
sacrament. Can there be anything more plain 
and less figurative than these words: ‘ This 
is my body, and this is my blood.’ Surely you 
or any one else, mfist be devoid of all under- 
standing if youcannot comprehend these plain 
words. Nothing but madness would induce 
you to attempt a contradiction of them.” 

C.—* There is not a passage in all the 
Scriptures, which is so plain to my under- 
standing as these very words, and if you will 
be kind enough to hear me, I will make them 
equally as plain to you.” 

McClusky.—* Goon sir, we will hear you. 
Sit down Mr. Cain, if you please, and give the 
gentleman time to explain himself.” 

_~¢.—“ Thank you Mr. McClusky, thank you 

sir, Now Ill proceed. The feast which our _ 
Sak: 
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Saviour held with his disciples, was in com- 
memoration of the destroying angel’s passing 
over the doors of the children of Israel, which 
were sprinkled with the blood of the pascal 
lamb, commanded by God through Moses to 
be slain. And sir, you must remember that 
our Saviour says in Luke xxii., 15,‘ With de- 
sire I have desired to eat this passover with 
you before I suffer.’ Now then, if you render 
these words of our Saviour in a literal sense, 
you will make him say, that this very lamo 
which was then laid before them on the table, 
was transubstantiated into the identical lamb 
slain in Egypt, which would be absurd, as it 
was only a yearly commemoration of it. You 
see the Saviour says, ‘ This passover,’ which 
according to your notions of Scripture inter- 
pretation, would make it the real or identical 
lamb slain in Egypt thousands of years before. 
This pascal lamb was the symbol of the lamb 
of God which was to be slain, and whose blood 
would not only wash out every stain of guilt 
from all whose hearts are sprinkled with a 
lively faith in his name, but would also de- 
liver and redeem their souls and bodies in that 
day, when you and I sir, shall hear the 
voice of the arch-angel with the trumpet of 
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God calling us to judgment, to render an ac-. 
count of the deeds done in the body. And as 
the Saviour was about giving the substance of 
what the pascal lamb was the shadow, in 
order that it may be continued to the end of 
time, he says of the piece of unleavened bread 
which he held in his hands,‘ This is my body 
which shall be delivered for you. ‘This is, and 
shall be through time, the testimony of my 
love to a ruined world. Therefore, instead of 
doing this, holding this feast any longer fo 
show forth my coming, and instead of doing tt 
as before, only once a year, do it from hence- 
forth as often as you wall in remembrance of 
me, who have been for thousands of years shown 
forth by the type of this, pascal lamb, but who 
shall be this night slain for you and the world.’ 
You see, I trust, sir, very plainly, that, as the 
pascal lamb represented the lamb of God 
which was to be slain, so the bread and wine 
represents the Lamb of God which was slain. 
But your transubstantiation if it were true, 
would be no remembrance at all; but would 
be literally eating the Saviour, bones, blood, 
sinews andall.”’ 
P.—* You are the most damnable heretic 
that Iever saw or heard of. To think that 
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you will, with so much boldness, attempt. to 
contradict the words of our Saviour which 
aré so plain. Why did he not say this repre- 
sents my body, and this represents my blood. 
How do you get along with that ; let us hear?” 

C.— Let us suppose sir, that these two 
pictures are Daniel O’Connell, or Father Ma- 
thew. Now then, if I am to distinguish the one 
from the other, I will say to you, this is Dan- 
iel O’Connell, this is Father Mathew. Now, 
sir, surely, you are not stupid enough to believe 
either of them to be the identical person rep- 
resented by them.” 

P.—* Do you think that I am a fool ?” 

C.—*Not at all, sir. I suppose you are a 
gentleman; and if you are, you will hear me 
further.” | 

P.—“No, no, I will hear no more from 
you.” 

McClusky.—“ Go on, sir, he will hear you. 
Sit down Mr. Cain, if you please.” 

C.—*‘ Do you believe, sir, that our Saviour 
when he took a piece of bread in his hands 
and broke it,--we will say in thirteen pieces, 
—and said, ‘ Take ye and eat, this is my body,’ 
was handling his own body, and giving it 
whole to each of his disciples, and that each 


=~ 


CHURCH OF ROME EXAMINED. 23 


of them swallowed him whole down their 
throats, though all the time he remained sit- 
ting before them at the table. Or can you. 
believe that that bread was really any more, 
or that it was intended to be any more than 
what I have before represented it to be ?” 
P.—* Do you pretend to deny that the Sav- 
iour had the power to change bread and wine 
into his own real body and blood.” 
C.—*Idodeny him the power of contradicting 
himself, as this would be a self-contradiction 
were your interpretation right. The Saviour 
says, ‘as often as ye eat this bread and drink 
this chalice, ye do show forth the death of the 
Lord until he come.’ Now then, if this were 
his real body and blood, with no consistency 
could he have uttered these words. Hc should 
in fruth have said,‘as often as ye eat this 
bread, and drink fhis chalice or cup, ye do eat 
my body, and drink my blood, until I come 
again.’ If he had transubstantiated the bread 
and the wine, he could not have changed them 
into his own real body and blood, unless his 
own body should have ceased to exist naturally, 
a thing you will not admit. Therefore, had 
the bread and wine been transubstantiated, 
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it could not have been the real natural and 
identical body and blood of Jesus Christ, but 
newly created flesh and blood, which before 
had no existence at all. We have no reason 
to believe that even God himself could create 
a body twice; that is, create a body and allow 
it to exist naturally, and while in its natura] 
existence create another body out of the same 
body, allow them both naturally to exist as 
one body, admitting even that we could see 
them both. How much more absurd then is 
the notion that God has or still continues to 
create through the priests of Rome, not only 
one, two, thirteen, but millions of natural 
bodies, out of the one natural body of Jesus 
Christ, and that those millions of natural 
bodies do naturally exist in an unnatural shape. 
Sir, the idea of a natural man existing in the 
shape of your wafer, is the’most abominable 
and ridiculous absurdity ever dreamed of, and 
the most disgusting to the common sense of 
intelligent people. The Saviour did not cre- 
ate his own body twice. And how much 
more absurd is the notion, that the Lord 
Jesus Christ, (as we have reason to believe, he 
ate the passover with his disciples), did really 
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eat his own body, while he himself was yet in 
his natural existence ?” 

P.—Now evidently much confused, but said, 
“Ts there anything impossible with God.” 

C.—* Yes, sir, a lie is impossible with God, 
or at least it is impossible for God to tell a 
lie. Why do you not give the people wine, 
seeing the Saviour commanded them all to 
drink of it? Why do you not follow his ex- 
ample, and obey his commands in reference to 
the cup as you do of the bread, or why lay so 
much stress upon the one, and care so little 
about the other ?” 

P.—‘‘ The Church does not see fit to do so.” 

C.—* Then the Church can do and undo, 
break and mend, loose and bind without any 
reference to God or his commands.” 


P.—*“ You are mistaken there sir; she fol- 
lows God’s commandments in all her teach- 
ings.” 


C.—‘ Then why do you not literalize the 
words of our Saviour in speaking of the chalice 
as you do of thebread ? You know the Saviour | 
says this chalice is the New Testament in my 
blood, drink ye all of it—as often as ye eat 
this bread, and drink this chalice, &c. 

P.—* The Church has found it expedient to 
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withhold this chalice from the laity, and 
whether they drink or not, it is of no conse- 
quence either to you or to me.” 

C.— But that is not an answer to my ques- 
tion, sir. I want to know the reason why you 
do not take our Saviour’s words in a literal 
sense all through; ‘seeing you do away with 
the common sense meaning of some words, as 
is evident, or do ye do so for convenience 
sake 2” 

P.—‘‘So we do take them in a literal sense, 
just as they were spoken; how else would. 
you have us take them.” , 

C.—< Very well, sir; all I want to know 
is yoursense of explanation. Let us see now 
what sense, according to your mode, we can 
make of our Saviour’s words. He says,‘ This 
chalice is the New Testament, &c. ; whosoever 
shall eat this bread or drink this chalice.’ 
Now sir, according to your method of Serip- 
ture interpretation, the chalice was, or now is, 
the New Testament, and it was, or is also the 
wine poured into itself; and whosoever drinks 
‘the chalice or cup, drinks or swallows the 
New Testament, for to fulfil the words of our 
Saviour literally, it will not answer to drink 
the wine contained in the chalice, or cup, and » 
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unless the cup or chalice was really the wine 
poured into itself, and unless that cup or 
chalice, was at the same time, or now is, the 
New Testament, or covenant, and unless each 
of the disciples swallowed it, your mode of 
interpretation is entirely wrong. Do you see 
sir, that your sense of it would only amount 
to mere nonsense ??? 

P.—-“‘“Do you believe God can work mira- 
cles ?” 

C’—“ Yes sir, Ido. He has worked many 
miracles in days gone by, and I see no reason 
to believe He cannot do so still.’’ 

P.—“Why do you deny him the power of 
working this miracle then?” 

C.—“I deny the Almighty God no power, 
no goodness, no wisdom, no justice. But as I 
have already told you, I deny that God has 
power to deceive or lie to hiscreatures. There 
was no miracle in what you allude to. I defy 
you or any other man to prove it was a mira- 
cle.” 

P.—*‘ Can you prove it was nota miracle ? _ 

C.—I can, with all ease, sir.” 

P.—“ How can you do it ?” 

C.—*« By the evidence of my senses and 
reason.” . 


, 
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P.—(Laughing.) “Must a miracle be un- 
true because you cannot understand when or 
how it was performed ?” 

C.—“I grant, sir, that a miracle can be 
true though I may not comprehend how or 
- when it is done. But, after all, the iruth of 
the miracles being performed is attested by 
the inspection and evidence of my senses.” 

P.—(With unbecoming gestures.) ‘“ How 
is that, sir ?” 

C.— Without I can see the miracle when 
or after it is performed, how can I tell whether 
it be performed at all ?”’ , 

P.—“ Did not the Saviour turn water into 
wine without telling those who were present 
how he didit ?” 

C.—“Unquestionably he did, sir, but I 
would ask you how it was known he did so ? 
Was it not by the governor of the feast tasting 
that he found it to be wine ? Hadany of those 
who were present, told the governor 1t was 
not wine but milk or blood, how do you sup- 
pose he would look at them? How do you 
suppose you would get off had you been there, 
and told the governor what you tell people 
now, saying, governor, this is not wine, sir, it 
is a human body—it is the natural body of 
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Jesus of Nazareth, who sits in yonder room ? 
The governor would look at you to see if you 
were in earnest. You would put on a sancti- 
fied face and say, you may be assured, sir, it 
is not wine, but it is what I tell you, for Iam 
a priest of the Most High God, and you know 
all power is given unto me, and I have just 
transubstantiated that wine into the flesh and 
blood—together with the soul and divinity— 
of Jesus of Nazareth. For this, would he not 
order you into a straight jacket, sir, where 
you really ought to be, for trying to mock and 
deceive credulous people ? 

P.—Making a noise with the poker and the 
stove. 

C.—“ When the Saviour raised Lazarus 
from the dead, did they not all see him do it ? 
Likewise, when he raised the widow’s son, 
When he miraculously multiplied the loaves 
and fishes, they knew it, for they all did eat 
and were satisfied. And when he hushed the 
raging sea, did they not all see the calm, and 
wonder at his power ? Sir, if you will show 
me one miracle, acknowledged to be such, 
‘which has not come under the direct evidence 
of the senses, I will say no more.” 

P.—‘I could, sir, were it of any service, but 
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you are such a caviler, and so profound in 
- your error, that I believe had Moses and Aaron 
stood before you, with the rod of God in their 
hand, they would have no effect on your de- 
praved mind. Therefore I will not ‘bother — 
with you any longer, for I know it is of no 
use.”’ y ~, 

C.—‘‘I thank you, sir, for jogging my me- 
mory. Now sir, you have said that nothing 
remains but the accidents or apvearances of 
the bread and wine. How do you suppose 
Moses and Aaron would succeed among the 
Egyptians with such a course of argument ? 
Had they dwelt with as much stress as 
you do upon the mere accidents, they never 
could have caused them to cry to Pharaoh 
to let the Israelites go, Had Aaron’s rod 
remained (to the sight of Pharaoh) still. a 
rod, what effect do you suppose‘his ‘saying it 
was a serpent would have? Did it not cease 
to be a rod as soon as it became a serpent ?” 

P.—Ha-ha-ha, “ what syllogisms, what syl- 
logisms, won’t you g0, over that ground again, 
Cha a 

Mc Cluskey.—‘‘ Hush, Mr. Cain, hush if you 
please.” 

C.—* Can you, sir, show me any proof of 
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this most wonderful power you say you Ror ar 
sess ?”” 

P.— What power have you roferaia to 2 

ee" Creating God and carrying him in 
your pocket. (No answer from the Priest.) 
Your grinning and sneering will not do, sir ; I 
want a more substantial and reasonable 
course of argument.” 

P.—‘‘ Where did you get your argument, 
sir? From Dr. Brownlee, I suppose, for your 
vulgarism could surely have originated from 
any other source than that arch-fiend of hell.” 

C,—* To my regret, sir, I never have had 
the honor of seeing or conversing with that 
unparalleled friend of American Priest-ridden 
Papists. Nor have I in all read forty pages 
of his, so far, unanswerable writings—and 
much as I respect and honor the names of 
those to whom you have made allusion—Mar- 
tin Luther, John Calvin, John Wesley, and 
Dr. Brownlee—I assure you, Iam not the dis- 
ciple of either; but I trust I am—as they 
were—the disciple of the Lord Jesus Christ.” 

P-—(Hastily.) “ You the disciple of Christ 
—you who would deny him the power of 
working a single miracle ?” 

C.—“You misunderstand me, sir, if you 


32 THE LEADING DOCTRINES OF THE 


think I would deny the Lord Jesus Christ the 
power of working miracles. I believe nothing 
but the power of deception or self-contradic- 
tion too great for Christ, as God. I believe 
him to be the creator of all things, and the 
essence of all power; but I would ask, does it 
go to prove that because the Lord Jesus 
Christ could turn water into wine, raise the 
dead, cast out devils, calm the sea, or even 
transubstantiate his own body, that father 
Cain can do the same ? Or do you really be- 
lieve, sir, you can do these things ?” 

P.—‘‘ Don’t you believe that others worked 
miracles before and after our Saviour’s time?” 

C.—‘‘Certainly, Ido, sir. I believe through 
faith in his name and power, that St. Peter and 
St. Paul, and others of their cotemporaries, 
worked many miracles, which neither you, nor 
St. Pius IX. can ever do, unless you become 
better men; though you say you can do things 
which I believe they did not even think of.” 

P.—‘ What things are they ?” 

C.—* For instance, you say you create the 
Lord Jesus Christ every day of your life. I 
am satisfied that is a power which they never 
imagined they had. But you also differ more 
widely from them on another point.” 
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P.—<‘ How is that ?” 

C.—“ You say youeat the Lord Jesus, a 
thing, for the defence of which, I have no doubt 
they would lose their lives.” 

P.—* Do you beiieve ina church 2” 

C.—‘‘I believe there is a church, sir.” 

P.-—‘‘ What is a church ?” 

C'.—‘‘ A body of people adhering to one par- 
ticular form of worship; or the house in 
which they assemble to worship.” 

P.—‘‘ Do you believe Christ has a church 
on earth ?” 

C.—‘‘I do, sir.” 

P.——*‘ What do you suppose he meant, when 
he said, ‘ Lo, I am with you to the consumma- 
tion of the world ?’” 

C.—“‘I believe he said so, and believe he 
meant what he said. His church is his body. 
Therefore he cannot be absent from it.” 

P,.——“If you believe what you say you do, 
how can you consistently deny my power of 
working miracles ?” 

C.--“I do not deny your power of working 
miracles, but I deny your church to be a 
branch of Christ’s church. The Lord Jesus 
Christ said to his disciples, ‘by this shall the 
world know ye are my disciples, if ye keep 
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my commandments.’ Now, sir, let us reverse 
this saying, and say, ‘by this shall the world 
know ye are not my disciples, if ye keep not 
my commandments.’ His commandments are, 
that we ‘love one another; love is the fulfil- 
ment of the law,’ &c. Your church knows no 
love; her principle is crush, not elevate. She 
teaches false doctrines, the traditions of men, 
and she curses and pronounces the anathema 
of eternaldamnation upon all who in obedience 
to God’s holy law, reject her traditions. 
Moreover, she is prophesied by the Holy Ghost 
as having entirely departed from the faith.” 

P.—‘ How do youmake that out; prove it, 
prove it if you can.” , 

C.—‘ Have you not read, sir, what St. Paul 
wrote to Timothy, lst Epistle chapters iii. 
and iv ?” 

P.—* What did he write that bears on the 
church.”’ 

C.—‘‘* Now the spirit speaketh expressly 
that in the last times some shall depart from 
the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits and 
doctrines of devils, who teach lies in hypoe- 
ricy—who forbid to marry, and to abstain 
from meat which God hath created to be re- 
ceived with thanksgiving by the faithful, and 
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all that love and know the truth.” Now, sir, 
here is the veracity of God, the Holy Ghost, 

eat stake, for your: churches being a branch 
which has entirely departed from the faith. 
Let me read for you sir, in this Douay Bible, 
your note upon this passage. LEither the 
spirit of truth or your church is a liar, for 
they palpably contradict each other. ‘He 
speaks of the Gnostics, the Marcionites, the 
Eneratites, the Manicheans, ‘and other ancient 
heretics.’ Here, sir, lies the matter at stake 
between the note andthe text. The text says 
in the last times; the Church of Rome says in 
the ancient times. Now which of them is 
true ’—the text of course.” 

P.—‘ How do you know which of them is 
right #? 

C.—*“I caneasily show you, sir, if you will 
only have patience. This is the last day of 
the world, and in this day you are teaching 
men this doctrine which is branded as the 
doctrine of devils. You are under the direc- 
tion and control of Bishop Hughes, who pub- 
lishes in his paper to the world these words: 
* The following are the regulations for lent, for 
the present year : 

“*1, All the week days of lent, from ash 
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Wednesday till easter Sunday, are fast days of 
precept on one meal with the allowance of @ — 
moderate cracker in the evening. 

“<«2. The precept of fasting implies also that 
of abstinence from flesh meat. But by dispen- 
sation the use of flesh meat is allowed in this 
diocese at the principal meals on the Mondays, 
Tuesdays and Thursdays of lent, from the first 
Sunday, until Palm Sunday. 3. The use of meat 
ts not allowed on the Thursday next after ash 
Wednesday, nor on any day of the holy week im- 
mediately preceding easter Sunday. 4. There 
is neither fast nor abstinence to be observed on 
the Sundays of lent, except palm Sunday which 
is a day of abstinence from flesh meat, but not 
of fast. 5. It is not allowed to use fish with 
flesh meat at the same meal. 6. There is no 
prohibition to use eggs, butter, or cheese, pro- 
vided the rules of quantity prescribed by the 
fast be complied with. Now, sir, of all the 
Shakers, rakers, ranters, flatheads, roundheads, 
jumpers, thumpers, and lumpers, &c. in the 
world, there is not another branch of heretics 
or scismatics who lock up the mouths of their 
people, but your unholy mother Church of 
Rome.” | 

P.—Now pacing the floor in a rage, using 
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immodest, language, and saying, ‘“ did you come 
here to abuse me, sir !—TI’ll hear, you no 
longer. -Go out, go out; be quick, sir,’’ en- 
deavoring to pull me from the chair, 

C.—If you will take your seat, sir, for afew 
moments, we will soon get through.” 

P.—‘*What is the reason, sir, your Bishops 
and Deacons have no wives 2’’ 

P.— ‘They have a wife. Their wife is the 
Church, How many wives would you want 
them to have ?”? 

C.—‘The Text says: they must be mane. 
the husbands of one wife.” 

P.—“Very well don’t you see they have a 
-wife, the Church ?°° 

C.—“But the Text says: they must have 
children who shall be modest, chaste, in sub- - 
jection. with all gravity ?” 

P.—‘‘They have children. Their children 
are the faithful begotten by the Church, taught 
the rules of chastity and Christian gravity.” 

C.—*But the. text says, they must have 
houses !” | 

P.—‘The Text dont say any such thing tri- 
-umphantly.” 

C.—*The Text says: he that cannot rule 
his own house, cannot take care of the Church 
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of God. Now sir, it appears to me the Text 
means this. A Bishop was to have a wife, a 
house and children; and that the example 
shown by them, went in a great measure to 
prove his qualification for the office of a Bishop, 
and further it would appear, that not only the 
Bishop as Chief Officer of the Church, should 
have a wife; but also the inferior office of 
Deacon-ship was illegible to none but to him 
who was or should become the husband of one 
faithful prudent woman, and who should by his 
own holy and uncovetous life and example, 
prove that he was a fit candidate for that de- 
gree of office.” 

P.—‘“Why don’t you tell me at once, I ought 
to have a wife and have done with it?” 

‘C.—“I think a good wife would be of great 
service and comfort to you, sir: and I am sat- 
isfied, knowing you are a natural man and con- 
sequently subject to natural passions, you 
would be none the less holy for having one, 
moreover, daily facts go to prove that the pu- 
rity of your female members require that you 
should have a wife of your own. But unfortu- 
nately you are sworn never to have one ; there- 
fore you are sworn to deny the Apostalic faith.” 

P.—*‘Now almost beside himself, using agood 
deal of abusive and nonsensical language.” 
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C.—“Take your seat sir, if you please, be 
moderate, have charity for me if I am in error, 
and show me if you please, in a proper manner, 
that I am wrong, and that you are teaching the 
truth, ifyou do this I’ll have cause to be ever 
grateful to you.” 

P.—Seated again. “Did you not saya while 
ago you believed Ihad power to work miracles ?” 

C.—‘“I did sir: Is it not a wonderful mira- 
cle that you can get so many people to believe 
your nonsense and keep them in blinded igno- 
rance ? But passing by all this, I believe 
there always have been false miracle workers, 
We read in the Scriptures that the Astrologers 
and Soothsayers of Egypt, worked nearly. as 
many miracles as Moses and Aaron did. But 
they were just such miracles as you and others 
of your order perform. They had not their 
origin from God, but his adversary ; they were 
calculated to blindfold the people and keep them 
in slavish ignorance.” 

P.—“Do you mean to say, sir, that the Cath- ~ 
olic Church blindfolds and a heaps the people in 
ignorance ?”’ 

C.—“I do sir, for that she does; he is the 
most ignoiant of all who does not know for 
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what end he is created. Surely man was not 
created for the purpose of becoming the credu* 
lous dupe of designing men’s caprice, which ap- 
pears to be the fate of all Roman Cathclics.” 

P.—“How so! How so! Explain yourself, 
sir ?” ' 

C.—“Are not all, or at least nine tenths 
of the Roman Catholics in the world, the slaves 
of their Priests, who wilfully keep them such ?” 

P,.—“You are a liar, sir, they are not; they 
arenot. They are instructed in the doctrines ° 
of Christianity by a lawful and successive 
course of Ministry.’’ 

C.—‘‘Does not a man who says he believes 
your wafer, made of flower water and grease, 
to be the natural son of the Virgin Mary, pros- 
trate his reason and intelligence at your feet ? 
or do you sir, who instead of endeavoring to 
elevate men’s thoughts from earth to heaven: 
deprive them of access to the throne of grace 
and cause them to bow down and worship ai 
Idle, imagine you are commissioned from on 
high to do so? Sir, if your doctrine of tran- 
substantiation is true you can do more than 
God can in a natural way.” 

P.—How is that, sir, with a contemptuous 
cough, let us hear your explanation of that 
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point. We ought to feel much obliged to you 
for this visit and all the instruction we have 
received from you this night ; what apity you 
were not alive at the time of the reformation ; 
(ha-ha-ha) let’s hear your solution, goon.” _ 

C.—*In the ordinary providence of God, it 
took him nine months to create and bring forth, 
what you doin a moment of time. If your 
transubstantiation can be proved true it can 
never, nor never could be proved that. Christi- 
anity is or was true ?” 

P.—‘ How do youmake that out?” with a 
sneer. 

C.—“ Because it cuts off the evidence of our 
senses, which is the ground upon which rests 
our belief of Christianity.” | 

P.—* (Clapping his hand on his thigh,) 

Oh !. Consummation of heresies, I thought I 
would entrap you at length. How does our 
belief of Christianity depend upon the evidence 
of our senses?’’ laughing loud. 

C.—‘‘It is by the evidence of our senses that 
we are externally led to the knowledge of God, 
it is by the evidence of our senses that we 
know, and are sure we read the Bible, which 
tells us God is a spirit and must be worshipped 
in spirit and truth it is by the evidence of my 
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senses I know I am talking to Father Cain. 
It is by the evidence of my senses aided by my 
reason, I can find my way home ; it is by the 
evidence of my senses, that I can prove your 
God Cake is an idol; and that you who wor- 
ship it, are an idolater.”’ : 

P.—“Now in an unbounded rage, kicking 
and jumping, seized me by the collar saying, 
get out of my study. get out quick sir, go on 
I'll hear no more of your blasphemy, go out sir ; 
not a word, go on.” 

C.—“How often have you called me a thr 
and other names, and yet, you see I have not 
got mad at you.” 

P.---“ I would rather you should call meé a 
liar ten times over, than once an idolater.” 
 C,—‘ If I speak the truth it is of the highest 
importance for you to hear and know it as such. 
If a lie, show me in a Christian and gentleman 
like manner I accuse you wrong.” 

P.—“Your insinuations sir, and fiendish’ 
manner of delivering them, are overbearing, who 
can calmly hear them ?” 

C.— Will you not hear me a little further 
sir, if you please, for I have but very little more 
to say ; we’ll soon get through.’ 
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P.—“‘ What have you to say now, hurry and 
get through.” 

C.—* Sit down sir; let us take-all the com- 
fort we consistently can in this world, we have 
done penance enough to make us better men.’ 

P.—* What have you to say sir, go on?” 

0.—* Had the Lord Jesus Christ, St. Peter 
orSt. Paul, preached such blasphemy as you do, 
telling the people they must believe whatever 
they said, without giving them the least sha- 
dow of reason for doing so, how do you sup- 
pose they would get people to hear, much less 
to believe them? Had the noble Bereans acted 
upon your principle, they would never have 
searched the scriptures, nor would there be any 
use in their searching them, for after they had 
searched and found the desired passages, they 
could not be sure whether they were reading 
them or not. Do you see sir, the consequence 
that would result had your falsehood been ad- 
mitted ?” 

P.---“What would the consequence be? for I 
can see no other consequence than the denial 
of the truth of God and the incuring of his dis- 
pleasure.” 

C.---“No sir, but had it been only once es- 
tablished or admitted as true, Christianity must 
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be rejected. The admission of any system 
which would deprive us of the exercise of our 
senses and reason, would entirely overthrow 
the grand principle or quality which distin- 
guishes us from the brute creation; and take 
away the satisfactory evidence by which Chris- 
tianity is proved to be a revelation from God. 
And allow me further to state, sir, that inas- 
much as you are endeavoring to sustain it 
against conviction, reason and revelation, you 
are endeavoring to undermine Christianity, 
by pulling away its very pillars.’’ 

P,---‘*‘ Whatis there soabsurd to the senses as 
the doctrine of the Trinity, or three in one,’ 
with seeming triumph, “can you by the evidenc 
of your senses reconcile it ?” 

C.---“*I can sir, aided by Scripture and. rea- 
son. The doctrine of the Trinity is. clearly 
set forth in the Scriptures; so conclusive is it 
indeed, that any man, especially a teacher, must 
be stupid not to see and understand it, As 
to the manner in which God exists as three 
in one no man can ever understand.” 

_P.---“Why can’t you who are illuminated by 
the new light of the spirit understand it ?” 

C.---“Can you see the whole globe or earth 
ata glance, sir ?” 
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P.---“No, nor you can’t.” 

C.—“ Why can you not see it, sir ?” 

P.—‘ You know the reason as wellas I ean 
tell you.” 

C.—‘‘I suppose the reason is, because yous 
sight is limited.” 

P.—* Yes, that is the reason.” 

C.—“ Now, sir, as you honestly acknow- 
ledge your sight is limited, may I not reason- 
ably doubt whether you have such unlimited 
power as you claim to possess ?” 

P.—“ What power do I claim, which you 
call unlimited ?” 

C.— The Scriptures tell us Christ is able 
to ‘ subdue all things unto himself. That he 
is before all things; that by him do all things 
consist, and that he is the head of the body, 
the church. Furthermore, it pleased the 
father that in him should all fullness dwell. 
For in him dwelleth all the fullness of the 
Godhead bodily. And he is the same yester- 
day, to-day and for ever.’ Do you believe 
this ?* 

P.—“ Most certainly Ido.” 

C:—* Now sir, if you are able, as you say you: 
are, to create such a being out of a small wafer, 
you must have unlimited power. If you 
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have unlimited power, you are, if not a God, 
equal with God. Butif we believe you at all, 
we must believe you to be possessed of more 
than the unlimited power of God. Because if 
we believe that all the fullness of the Godhead 
bodily dwells in Christ, and that you can cre- 
ate: that Christ out of a mere crumb ofa 
wafer, we must believe you have the Godhead 
under absolute command, and in order to con- 
trol a being which fills all space, it is abso- 
lutely necessary, not merely to see through 
this globe, (which you say you cannot do,) but 
see. through the Heaven of Heavens, which 
is not able to contain a being which you pro- 
fess to be able to create, and carry in your 
vest pocket.” 

P.—* Sir, I want you to reconcile the ab- 
surdity to the senses of three in one.”’ 

C.—** As man is a limited being, and God is 
infinite or unlimited, there is no possibility of 
finding a man who is able to reconcile, or com- 
. prehend the manner in which God exists as 
three in one, unless some such man as your- 
self, sir, who professes to have the power of 
creating, controlling and compelling the Holy 
of Holies, who is every day angry with. the 
wicked, to enter into the stomach of a man 


CHURCH OF ROME EXAMINED. AT 


who is anhabitual profane swearer and adrunk- 
ard, and in many other respects impenitently 
unholy and vicious.”’ 

P.—‘Do you believe Jesus Christ was 
God ?? 

C.—“No, sir, I do not; but I believe he 
was the Son of God—God and Man.” 

P.——“ What is the difference between God 
and the Son of God, as God and Man ?”’ 

C.—“ There is a very essential difference 
between the Man Christ Jesus, and God Christ 
Jesus. As God nothing was impossibie to 
Christ, as Man, things were as impossible to 
him as to other men.’’ 

P.—** Will you show the difference between 
the soul and body of man? We’ll say your 
own soul.” 

C.—* If I were able to show the difference 
you would not be able to understand it.’ 

P.-—“* Why could I not understand it ?” 

C.—* Better philosophers than either you 
or I have attempted and failed to do so.” 


P.— You area great prattler, sir, trying 
to be a preacher, but all the time denying the 
trinity.” 


C.—“I do not, sir; and if you are in dark- 
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-mess about it, as I. soa sae are, I will soon 
clear itup for you.’ 
McClusky-—“ Let us hear your proof for the 
trinity, Mr. Hurley.” 
P.—“ Yes, from the evidence of your phate 
C.—* The Scriptures teach us that ‘ John 
the Baptist was the forerunner of Christ. He 
by inspiration pointed out the Saviour as the 
Lamb of God who taketh away the sin of the 
world. When the Saviour was baptized of 
John, as he was coming from the water, they 
saw the heavens opened and the Holy Ghost 
descending on him in the shape of a dove.’ Here 
were two persons of the Godhead, or trinity; 
the Son and the Holy Spirit, and both coming 
under the direct evidence of the sense of sight. 
At the same instant ‘They heard a voice from 
heaven, saying, this is my beloved son, in 
whom I am. well pleased, hear ye him.’ Here 
is the voice of the Father from heaven tested 
by the sense of hearing. Here is the doctrine 
of the trinity plainly established, and if you 
cannot comprehend it, it is because you are 
incapable of. reasoning; and the whole three 
coming under the direct evidence of the senses. 
Do you want any further proof, sir ?” 
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‘McClusky — That is sufficient sir; thank 
syou.’’ 

“C.—*Now: gentlemen, will either of:you 
‘produce any prooffrom Scripture, or reason, 
‘for your horrible, detestable, self-contradictory 
absurdity, called transubstantiation.”’ 

‘P.—In a rage, using abusive language. 

~C.—“* Be ealm, sir. Can you not find any 
obetter proof for your pet doctrine, than to:fly 
‘into w passion ? See what a horrible predic- 
‘ament it‘places you in.’’ 

~P.—‘* How so?’ he inquired. 

“O.—* Why sir, it not only proves that you 
-arean idolator, as it is false, but a cannibal had 
it been true.’’ , 3 

P.—Jumped off his chair as if mad, saying, 
* You insult me, sir—get out of my study-- 
be off.’’ } 

C.—‘ Have patience, sir, for a few moments, 
if you please, it will take us but a short time 
to get through, now.”’ 

P.—After a moment’s pause, sat downagain. 

C.--“I am very sorry that hearing the 

‘truth so exasperates you, sir; but nevertheless 
-Tcannot help telling you the truth, and Iam 
- very glad you have sent for me.” 

P,-—“*I did not: send for you, sir.” 
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C.-——“No matter, sir, here I am. I stand 
before you a monument of God’s gracious 
mercy, redeemed by blood divine, and rescued 
from the thraldom of Popery and Priestcraft. I 
am ready——yea, I feel bound to disclose to you 
the truth asitis in Christ; hear me I pray you, 
patiently. Your getting in a passion will not 
avail before the bar of God. As you see you 
have no ground upon which to tread, renounce 
your unfounded lies, have your conscience no 
longer seared as with a hot iron, teaching for 
doctrines the traditions of men, andmakingnull 
thereby the commandments of God. Renounce 
the doctrines of devils, who forbid to marry, 
and who command to abstain from meats; read 
the Bible, and receive with meekness the en- 
grafted word, which is able to save your soul, 
and make you wise unto salvation. Take hold 
of the promises of God, by faith ; but let your 
faith not be the faith of devils, who believe 
and tremble. You shake nowsir,I trust you | 
are not shaking with that fear which causes - 
the devils to; I know it is a fearful thing to 
fall into the hands of the living God. Buttake 
courage my friend, for God declares he has no 
pleasure in the death of asinner, but rather that 
he should turn and live; turn you also. He 
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that seeketh shall find, and to him that 
knocketh, the door of mercy shall be opened ; 
do not remain any longer in darkness or doubt, 
obey God rather than man. God will be your 
judge, let him be your guide also. St. James 
says, ‘if any man, (even a Priest,) lack wisdom, 
let him ask of God, who giveth freely to all 
men, and upbraideth not, and it shall be given 
him, but Jet him ask in faith nothing waver- 
ing, for he that wavereth, is like a wave of 
the sea, driven by the wind and tossed; let not 
that man think he shall receive anything from 
the Lord.’ Turn! turn! my friend to God, and 
he will turn to you.” 

P.——“ You do all the talking sensoriously !”’ 

C.--I must do it sir, for I find your stock 
of information exhausted; our time is very pre- 
cious. I want to improve it, especially seeing it 
is so short, knowing also I will not always 
have sucha chance, a Congregation of Priests!”’ 

P.—-“You say my information is exhausted ; 
(in'a wonderful temper) I tell you you are a liar, 
it is not, but what is the use in wasting my 
time and patience with you, you are past the 
hope of recovery.” 

~C,—“Don’t get discouraged sir, while there’ 
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is.life there is hope; I am open to conviction,’? 

P.--“ What is your rule of faith, sir??? 

C.--‘‘ The same which is yours, sir, the Bi- 
ble.’’ 

P,.—‘ The Bible my rule! surely you must be; 
beside yourself, I doubted inthe commencement. 
whether you were in your right mind;.I see: 
now you are not, that accounts for all your 
rambling, poor man I am sorry for you.” 

C.—< Thank you for your sympathy, don’t: 
be alarmed about me sir, I assure you I labor 
under no derangement, nor am I the least ex 
cited ; I trust I can show you hereafter. I am: 
not, by correctly bringing this statement before: 
the public. But enough of this for the present, 
here is the point. You say the Bible is 
not your rule of faith. I know you have many. 
helps to it, as it were; but you cannot forma. 
rule of faith from any quarter, without it has: 
the sanction of the Bible. You may form a: 
rule for the Porteguese, or Spaniards, where 
you have no mirror in which to behold your dis: 
figured countenance.” 

P,.—‘‘ What is the matter with my counte- 
nance ?”? 

C.—‘ I mean. the.countenance of your sys- 
tem!” 
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P.—I don’t understand what you mean, sir.” 

C.—“You know sir, if you have traveled 
much that popery here and in purely papal 
countries differs very widely. Protestant civ- 
ilization and independence is at any time or 
place a proper mirror, by looking into which 
keen sighted papists can behold the emaciated 
deformities of popery asa papal system. The 
religion of God as found in the Bible, is what 
makes them as a people, so much exalted 
above papists, hence the reason no protestant 
Church is allowed in Spain or in Portugal, nor 
within the walls of Rome. What does the man 
know about civilization, who has not inter- 
mingled with Protestants. Ill warrant you 
sir, you yourself was semi-barbarous when 
you first came to this country; I am willing to 
acknowledge I was.” 

P.—* You are not much better now, you had 
better go to some Catholic country and get 
refined.” 

C.—* Unfortunate for your cause sir, 4g far 
as I am concerned,) I know more about those 
countries from experience than you do; and I 
could give you some sorry details of papish 
practices as seen amongst them, would decency 
admit of it. Here and in all Protestant coun- 
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tries, your system tries to conform to the Bible 
as much as possible, but. where there are no 
Protestants, you make the Bibie and all other 
systems conform to yours.” 

P.—* That is more of your slander, that: is 
what you all do when you leave the Church: 
The more you slander, the better you are liked 
by the Protestants, and of course the thicker 
you can spread your butter.” 

C.—*<No sir, this is no slander, you know 
very well if you had your will you would de- 
stroy the Bible.” 

P.—* If it were destroyed, there would not 
be so many scisms and herecies in the world as 
there now are; every fanatic that starts a new 
religion flies to the Bible for a shelter.” 

C.—‘‘ If he takes it for his rule, no matter 
how far he may go astray, he is not as dange- 
rous as you, for in the Bible he will find no 
pretext to murder men, women and children, 
for thinking different from himself. You may 
well say, you would carry a grand sway had 
there been no Bible; but fortunately for the 
lovers of truth, and unfortunately for your 
cause, there is a Bible, and that not in your 
keeping but in the hands of such as will give 
it as freely as they have received it, with every 
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other good gift from the father of lights. And 
let me tell you sir, that you would try to make 
it your rule of faith if you could; but as you 
cannot, you hate it for the same cause that the 
wicked king did the Prophet; because it pro- 
phesies evil of your system. Yet with all 
your hatred of the biessed book, there is not 
another denomination in the world, that clings 
with such tenacity to a passage, which in your 
depraved judgment, you think affords some 
pretext for your error, as yours ado.?? 

P.—‘‘ You say you were brought up a Ro- 
man Catholic. Did your father tell you, the 
Bible was to be your rule of faith, and that 
you were not to obey your Priests. Now I 
want to know if he did?’ with an air of forced 
composure, 

C,—* My Father undoubtedly taught me to 
obey the Priests; he did not tell me I must 
make the Bible my rule of faith, ior a good rea- 
son, because he knew nothing of the Bible.” 

P.—* What was his occupation in life ?”’ 

O.—“ He always taught the Parish School, 
and the Priest compelled him to teach the Cat- 
echism Sundays,” 

P.—*Did’nt the Parish Priest furnish him 
‘with a Bible?” 


~ 
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C.—“The Parish Priest had none for himself. 
The first Bible seen in our Parish was owned 
by aman who at least conformed to the Pro- 
testant system they have in Ireland. The 
Priest of course excommunicated him as a her- 
etic; the man went to the Priest, and asked 
him for his Bible, that he might show him in it 
those things for which he excummunicated him ; 
but the poor Priest had no Bible to refer to.” 

P.—‘‘You are a confounded liar, sir; there 
never was a Priest in Ireland, who had not a 
Bible.” 

C.—< Thank you, sir, for your kindness to 
me, I shall not dispute with you about it; but 
you cannot deny, that if they did have them, 
they made very little use of them, for they kept 
very clear of the doctrines, and practices, en- 
forced in the Bible ; that is one thing you can- 
not dispute.” 

P.—<They read them for their own use.” 

C.—‘ They may have read them, sir, for all 
I know; but I do know, that the lives of the 
Priests, were not such as ought to be expected 
from students of the Holy Bible. But this is 
not what I want to talk about, sir ; I come here 
to talk about doctrines. As you cannot sus- 


CHURCH OF ROME EXAMINED. 57 


tain transubtantiation, tell me what part of the. 
Bible do you take to sustain Purgatory ?” 

P.— I sustain it by the authority of the 
Church.” 

C.—‘Where is your Church, sir?” 

P.—*She exists,” 

C,—Where can I find her, or are. you the 
Church, sir?’? 

P.—‘No, I am not.” 

C.—“Is John Hughes, of this City, the 
Church?” : 

P,.—‘‘He is not.” 

C.—‘Is John M’Call, the Archbishop. of 
Ireland, the Church, sir?’ 

P,—‘‘He is not.” 

C.—“<Then I suppose a cardinal is?’ 

P.—“No sir, your supposition is wrong.” 

C.—“I suppose the Pope is the Church then?” 

P.—‘He is, when he speaks the Church 
speaks.” 

C.—‘‘Very well, sir, if you have no other 
authority for the proof of a Purgatory, than the 
Pope of Rome, we must conclude there is no 
such. place in existence?” 

P.—‘‘How do you make that out, sir?” 

C.—*‘The Apostle John said, repeating the 
words of our Saviour, ‘The Devil was always 
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« liar, and the father of lies. Now then any 
man who is a professed liar, must be the son of 
the Devil; and the Disciples of that man, must 
be the Devil’s grand-children. The blessed 
Saviour said, they who did the devil’s works 
were the devil’s children; and when he speaks 
a lie he speaks of his own. Therefore, taking 
our Savour’s definition of his majesty, his son 
and grand-children, we must conclude, that 
when they speak of any piace or thing as being 
in existence, the place or thing is not in exis- 
tence, unless we find some corroborating testi- 
mony, and as there is no such testimony, and 
none other but that of a Church composed of 
‘a man who is a professed liar; we are satis- 
fied there is no such place as Purgatory in ex- 
istence. 

P.—“Do you mean to say, sir, that the Pope 
of Rome is a liar, indignantly. Ill make you 
prove that, I’ll see if the law will allow you 
to run at large, and slander people in this man- 
ner.” ° 

C.—“Take your seat, sir, and I will prove 
what I said to be true, in less than five min- 
utes. Did not the present Pope attempt to 
preach a Sermon! Did he not say in that Ser- 
mon, placing his hand on the New ‘Testa- 
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ment. ‘This shall be my guide in all things?” 

P.—‘He did all what you say yet.” | 

C.—“But did he not in his next speech curse 
Bibles and Bible Societies. Was this not com- 
mencing his career with a lie in his mouth?’ 

P.—‘But that was not against the true Bi- 
ble, it was against the Protestant Bible.” 

C.—‘I suppose it was upon his authority 
that you told William MacFaden, the Protes- 
tant Bible was a false and a corrupt transla- 
tion, sir?” | 

P.—<‘I did not tell him so, *and if he or any 
other man, says I did, they lie.” 

MacFaden.—‘“‘You did tell me so, sir.’’ 

P.—“Shut up, you blackguard, I’ll not hear a 
word from you.” 

C.—‘Keep silence MacF aden, I'll do all the 
talking that is necessary. According to your 
statement sir .you are not a Roman Catholic.” 

P.—‘‘How do yon make that out, sir?” 

C.—“You say the Pope of Rome excommuni- 
eated the Protestant Version of the Scriptures 


*In justice to the Rev. George McClusky, I would here 
mention that it was not him whoheard the confession of 
Mackaden, it was Mr. Cain who heard his confession and 
represented the Protestant Version as false and corrupt. 
IT asked Muictaden, to which of the two present he 
made his confession? to the man who abused you was his 
answer. ; 
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as a false and corrupt translation. And now 
you say, that any man or men who say, ‘you 
said it was, or is false, or corrupt, is a liar. 
‘You see sir, according to your own statement, 
you care as little for the Pope’s authority, as 
Ido. But I will not take advantage of your 
evident perplexity, for I am satisfied that-if 
“you had a good opportunity, you would -carry 
‘out the Pope’s principle to the letter; but-as 
a matter of convenience, you become a Protes- 
tant, where you can’t be a consistent Papist.” 

P.—Very much confused, “you are altogeth- 
er a confounded set of liars, d—— d——.”’ 

C’.— Do you consider the Protestant Bible 
“a false translation, sir?’ 

P.—‘“ I do, sir.”’ 

C.-—“ Will you have the kindness to point 
out where it is false, sir, as Iam very desirous 
of knowing the truth?” 

P.—— It is all through, false and corrupt ; it 
“is the production of corrupt men, therefore it 
cannot be good.’ 

C.-— Did younot tell me in the beginning 
of our conversation, that any translation of the 
Scriptures was good enough??? No answer. 
“But enough of this; you asked me to prove 
to you, that your unholy Father, Pius IX: rep. 
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resents the father of lies, the prince of the lower 
regions, who always was, and nowis aliar. I 
have shown you how he began his career with 
a lie in his mouth. Now sir let us follow. his 
history a little further. He told his long en- 
slaved subjects, he was ready to go at their 
head, sword in hand, and he was ready to gore 
that sword to the hilt in the heart’s blood of 
any man who would infringe upon their politi- 
cal rights. He then sent them out, headed by 
Jesuits to fight, and pronounced his benedic- 
tion upon them, telling them, their enemies’ 
balls would have no effect upon them ;. behold 
the poor zealots running like’ sheep, to be 
slaughtered facing their enemies cannon. <A 
volley is fired, and they are shot dead; their 
little idols which they had round their necks 
did not protect them, as they thought they 
would be a shield against their enemies fire 
They had the more confidence in them, because 
they were blessed by the Pope, but finding his 
superstitions charms had no effect, the Pope 
retracted, or ate his own words, he violated 
his promise of heading his slaves, when asked 
todo so. But being determined they would no 
longer be fooled, they demanded their freedom 
in all things. He refused to grant their rights, 
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and when pressed for the fulfilment of his pro- 
mise, and finding the people were determined 
to see his face, he sent them word by his body 
guards, that he was praying for them, and they 
must not disturb him, until he got through. 
They piously waited, and gave him time to 
change the tripple crown, and suit of lace, for 
a livery man’s hat and dress, by which means 
he deceived the people, and run off a fugitive. 
‘Will you for a moment, sir, pretend to say, that 
that man represents him who said to Pilate’s 
Guard, Iam he whom ye seek. Him who is 
the way and the truth and the life. If you do 
you are lost to all candor and true principle. 
(Priest looked at me, but said not a word ;) no 
_ wonder then that a church resting on such a 
man as its fountain and head, is pictured out 
as a cage of every hateful, and unclean bird. 
No wonder that the men who are wedded and 
sworn to sustain such a man right or wrong, 
have their consciences seared as with a hot 
iron, who teach the doctrines of devils, who 
epeak lies in hypocrisy, who forbid to marry, 
and command to abstain from unoffensive 
meats, which is predicted by the Holy Ghost, 
as an entire departure from the true faith! 
Read for yourself, the first Epistle of Paul to 
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Timothy, there you will find yourself depicted 
as an apostate from the apostolic faith.” 

P.—‘Stop! stop! you have gone far enough 
with yor lies this night, I’ll have no more.,’’ 

C.——“Allow me one remark more, sir ?’? 

P.-—“What is that, let us hear you, quick.’ 

C.--“You see, sir, you have no proof for the 
support of Purgatory, but what you draw from 
the fountain of lies; therefore I trust you will 
forever abandon it, and receive no more of its 
unhallowed gain. How do you prove the in- 
vocation of:saints, as there is nothing in the 
Seriptures to sustain it?” 

P.—* There are plenty of passages in the 
Scriptures, were it worth my while to recur to 
them; and were there none, you know very 
well we do not trust to the scripturesalone.’’ 

C.—‘ I know you claim to have a tradition, 
but, who ever heard a word of it ? I am sure 
I never have heard any tradition which would 
go to sustain either of the questions in point, 
though I suppose I know more tradition than 
youdo. Long before I saw America or you 
I heard and did believe, Moses, David and Sol- 
omon were Irishmen. So did I believe that 
the Virgin Mary was born, brought up, and 


64 THE LEADING DOCTRINES OF THE 


translated to Heaven from Ireland. You 
know yourself sir, that there are very few in 
the south and west of Ireland but what believe 
St. Peter and Paul were Irishmen, yet strange 
to say, they think more of St. Patrick because 
they thinkhe was a Roman, than they do of all 
the rest. I am sure sir, you must have heard 
these things, if no whereelse, in the confessional. 
As you are aware sir, this kind of tradition 
will not answer in this country, will you be 
kind enough to tell me.one word, which you 
in conscience can say, was uttered by the 
Saviour or his Apostles, or even by any of 
their contemporaries, which we have not with- 
in the lids of the bible ?” 

P.—*‘ Did he not say, Ihave many things 
to say unto you, but ye can not hear them 
now ?” 

C.—<‘ Yes sir, I have heard that to be sure. 
Can you tell me sir, through whose mouth that 
word was conveyed to us ?” 

P.—* Through the fathers, to be sure.” 

C.—“‘ Do you suppose the source through 
which we received it is worthy of credit, 
sir 2° 

P.—* Most undoubtedly it is sir, with seem- 
ing triumph.” 


CHURCH OF ROME EXAMINED. 65 


C:—* Can you tell, sir, which of the fathers 
handed this tradition down to us ?”’ 

P.—*‘ I cannot now remember his name, but 
Iam confident it was one of the Apostolic 
fathers who told that the Saviour said so, and 
it was handed down to us. Now sir, there is 
a word. Icould give you many more, but I 
suppose you care nothing about the fathers of 
the Church, as you say you care not for the 
fathers of the reformation.” 

C.—* Yes sir, I have a great veneration for 
the father who gave us that tradition, and I 
can tell you his name too. I have reason to 
believe you have palmed that on many of your 
credulous dupes as verbal tradition, as you 
have tried to do with me. But if you will 
open to the 16th chapter and 12th verse 
of Saint John’s Gospel, you will find those very 
words—(no answer)—and I would advise you, 
sir, as you have no verbal tradition to prove 
this question, and as the Scriptures point you 
to God alone through the only mediator Jesus 
Christ, to renounce the Father of lies, and go 
to the Father of lights—from whom cometh 
every good and perfect gift, and with whom 
there is no variableness nor shadow of turn- 
ing. Ask your petitions of him.” 
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P.—“ Who goes to any other source but to 
God ?” 

C.—‘< I fear you do, sir.” 

P.—‘‘ To what source do I go ?” 

C.—“ Did not the Pope pray for the inter- 
cession of the Blessed Virgin, in his greatest 
distress ? Why did he not dare to call upon 
the name and ask the intercession of him 
whose name he had usurped, by falsely claim- 
ing to be his representative ?” 

P.—* That is nothing to me, sir, even if he 
did. That does not say that I seek any other 
refuge but God alone.” 

C.—‘ Would to God it were only true, sir.” 

P.—‘‘ Do you mean to call me a liar, sir ?” 

C.— “Not I, sir. Had I known that you 
would preach one sermon in which you would 
tell your congregation what you tell me, and 
enforce the same principle upon them, I would 
give you some of my heart’s blood, were it of 
any use to you. But, alas for you and them; 
you deceive them, and you are deceiving your- 
self, and I fear you will all find it so in the 
end.” | . 

P.— How do I deceive them, sir 2? how 2 
how ?” 
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C.—‘ Do you not still command them to 
say the Hail Maria ?” 

P.—‘ Yes, of course I do.” 

C.—‘“ If you have no faith in her, for your 
intercessor, why do you direct your credulous 
flock to her, or do you willfully and deliber- 
ately want them to perish through your ca- 
price, by teaching them to place her ten degrees 
higher than the Almighty God ?” 

P.—‘‘ How do I place her ten degrees higher 
than God, and cause others to do the same ?”” 

C.—* Do you not offer ten petitions to her 
to the one you offer to God? Do you not 
compel the people to say the prayers in which 
she receives the very titles given to Christ in 
the Scriptures—only being changed from the 
masculine to feminine. Such as Mother of 
Mercies, Comforter of the Afflicted, Refuge of 
Sinners, Ark of the Covenant, Morning Star, 
and such other titles ?” 

P.—* Do you not pray to the mother of 
God, sir ?” 

C.—* If I thought God had a mother I would 
be likely to pray to her, but I would be very 
sorry to know he had. When did you find out 
God had a mother, sir ?”’ 

P.—< Nineteen hundred years ago.” 
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C.—‘ You astonish me sir, to think that 
you believe God had a mother. Wili you be 
kind enough to tell me her name ?” 

P.—“ Her name was Mary. Do you not 
believe the Blessed Virgin was the mother of 
God, sir ?*° 

C.—* Not at all, sir. God forbid that} 
should believe any such nonsense.” 

P.—* Oh, that crowns the rest of his heresy. 
Looking at Mr. McClusky—I want to have 
nothing more to do with you. That will do, 
we are done.”’ 

C.—‘‘ Allow me, if you please, to reason 
with you upon this point. Show me some 
reason for believing she is the mother of God, 
it may correct all the rest of what you ¢all 
my heresy.’’ 

P.—‘‘I believe her to be the mother of God, 
and I want to hear you prove that she is not.” 

C.—“ Thank you, sir, for the opportunity. 
Do you not know that if God had a mother 
she must have been older than him; and if so 
God was not before all things. If the virgin 
Mary was God’s mother she must certainly 
have been older than him. Again; IfGod had 
a mother, he must have had a beginning, and 
if a beginning he must have an end, and if so 
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he isno God. Whata horrible idea you must 
entertain of the Deity !” 

P.—‘‘ Don’t you believe the blessed virgin 
was the mother of Christ ?” 

C.—* Of course I do.’’ 

P,—‘‘ If so, how can you deny her being 
the mother of God, without denying the trinity 
also ?” 

C.—-“ Acknowledging her to be the mother 
of Christ, and denying her to be the mother 
of God, is not denying the trinity, sir. Christ 
was not God, he was sent from God to redeem 
the world, as Christ. He was not, could not 
be God, but God’s anointed. You know, sir, 
the word Jesus Christ,means Saviour anoint- 
ed, or anointed Saviour.” 

P.—-“ Did you not acknowledge before that 
he was God and man both ?” 

C.-—° I acknowledged more than that, for 
ITacknowledged that he was God in man.” 

P.-—“‘ How can you separate the God from 
the man?” 

C.-—“ The eternal word, or God Christ 
Jesus, lived before the foundation of the world, 
The Irish version of the Scriptures upon the 
first of St. John’s gospel, leaves us to infer the 
_ following meaning ; 
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An sa tosach do v an Briahar, agus do v an 
Briahar a vachirr De agus do bea Dia an Bria- 
har. “ Before or in the beginning the word 
was, and the word was in company with God, 
and God was the word.” St. Paul says. ‘ for 
by him were all things created, that are in 
heaven, and that are in earth; visible and in- 
visible ; whether they be thrones, or domin- 
ions, or principalities, or powers. All things 
were created by him, and for him. And he 
is before all things, and by him all things con- 
sist... Again, ‘God was in Christ reconciling 
the world unto himself.’ Now, sir, it remains 
for you to tell me whether this God which 
was before all things, &c., and in Christ recon: 
ciling the world, was born of the virgin Mary 
or not.” . 

P.---“Can you separate the man Christ 
Jesus from the God Christ Jesus? If you 
can, I’d like to hear you do it.” be 

C.---*Do you acknowledge that the God 
Christ Jesus always lived?” 

P.---“* Of course, I do.’? 

C.---“* Very well. You know theman Christ 
did not live before the annunciation of the 
blessed virgin, therefore you can see plainly, 
that the God Christ could and did exist sepa- 
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rate from the man Christ; hence how God 
could be in Christ reconciling the world unto 
himself, can easily be comprehended, even by: 
ahalf thinking mind. That God was in Christ 
is very plain, yet that the Deity should have 
any part in the matter is very absurd. But 
my dear sir, while it is of little or no import- 
ance to you or me to know how or in what . 
way or shape God existed in Christ, it is of 
ereat importance to be satisfied in our souls. 
that he did exist in him, and especially that 
we are so reconciled to the father through 
and by him as to enable us with a becoming 
degree of confidence, to say, ‘All things are 
ours, whether of Paul, or Apollus, or Cephas, 
or the world, or life, or death, or things pres- 
ent, or things to come, all are ours, and we 
are Christ’s, and Christ isGod’s. This is the 
theme which should most occupy our minds, 
and not the vain speculations of corrupt men.”’ 
P.—Was he not begotten of the Holy Ghost, 
* 


* * * * * 


‘Virgin Mary unfit ?”’ 

_ @.—* Sir, your ideas are ridiculous. The 
‘only proof you can produce in support of 

your views is from that which is falsely 
-ealled, the Apostles Creed.” 


| 


—”* 
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P.—“ Don’t you believe the Apostles 
Creed ?” 

C.—* I believe no Creeds or Councils which 
deviate trom Scripture and common sense. 
There are portions of that Creed which I can 
not believe, while there are other parts which 
I cannot, nor do I wish to deny. As I told 
you before, the Bible is creed enough for me. 
_- [believe what that and all conformable to it 
contains. Nomore. There is no man living 
-- who can satisfactorily prove that such a creed 
was ever compiled by the Apostles. The 
Holy Scriptures say, concerning this matter, 
and even your own Douay: The Holy Ghost 
shall come upon thee, and the power of the 
Highest shall overshadow thee. Therefore, 
also, that Holy thing which shall be born of 
thee shall be called the san of God. Now, sir, 
we hear that the Holy Ghost came upon her, 
and the power of the Most High did over- 
shadow her; but was it in that carnal and dis- 
gusting manner that vou would suggest ? Not 
at all, sir. Thongh the Lord Jesus Christ 
was a natural man, he, as a man, had no father, 
neither did he, as a God, have any mother. 
As the Irish Scriptures say, without doubt, 

By, great is the mystery of the Deity. God was 
Bi 35 revealed in the body. He was revealed in 


r 
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the Spirit. He was seen by Angels. He 


was preached unto the Gentiles. He was be- 
lieved on, in the world, and he was taken up 


into Glory.—1 Timothy, 3-16. You can 
bring neither Scripture nor reason to support 
you in the idea, that God was inactive in 
Christ from the very moment of his concep- 
tion till he received his Natural Vital existence 
in the womb of the Blessed Virgin—nor even 
until his birth, and I will go farther, until his 
baptism by John. St. Luke tells us, and Jesus 
increased in wisdon and stature, and in favor . 
with God andman. Now, sir, it appears to 
me a man must be blind, who cannot see, that, 
if the Omniscient Gop dwelt in Christ, he 
could not grow in wisdom.,’’ | 
P.—With much pomp, ‘* Why do you con- 
descend to allow the Father to conjoin with 
the Son at all ?” | 
C.—As I told you before, the Scriptures 
plainly inform us that he was baptised of © 
John, as a preparatory step to enter upon his ~ 
career of Gospel Ministry, and that the Holy 
Ghost descended upon him, and that the voice 
of the Father was heard confessing his son- 
ship and ratifying his Heavenly commission. 
- Filled with the Father, who was then one— 
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with him, our Saviour began to preach and to 
work miracles, which before, as it seems, he 
had no power to do. The Father contined 
with him until all that was written of him 
was fulfilled. When nailed to the cross, we 
hear him cry, my God, my God, why hast thou 
forsakenme. Here, as it appears, the Father 
leaves him, when there is no need‘of his being 
any longer in Christ, and leaves him to suffer 
asanaturalman. There can be nothing plainer 
than the fact that Christ was born, lived a 
_ part of his time, and died a natural man. For, 
as by one man’s disobedience many were made 
sinners, so, by the obedience of one shall many 
be made righteous. If God had been born, and 
always lived and suffered with Christ, there 
could be no merit in his obedience—through 
which it seems, many are made righteous. 
Not only so, but the Jews could not crucify 
him, or do you, sir, imagine that God was 
crucified ? 

No answer---serious looks. 

Iwant you to tell me, sir, if you please, 
from whence you derive your authority for 
saying you have the Soul and Divinity, togeth- 
er with the body and blood of our Lord Jesus, 
under the appearance of your bread and wine, 
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or confined within the limits of a small 
wafer ?”’ 

P.—I have told you, if any thing would 
satisfy you, that the Church was my authori- 
ty for all I teach.” 

C-—*‘ No wonder the inspired Apostle said, 
let no man deceive you by any means, for that 
day shall not come, except there come a fall- 
ing away first, and that man of sin be reveal- 
ed, the son of perdition who opposeth and ex- 
alteth himself above all that is called God, or 
that is worshipped. So that he, as God, sit- 
teth in the temple of God, showing himself 
that he is God. This, sir, is literally fulfilled 
in your church, which is, as you have confess- 
ed, the Pope of Rome, by whose authority 
you say you can create the natural flesh and 
blood, together with the soul and Divinity of 
Jesus Christ out of a small wafer, often not 
so large asa twelve-and-a-half cent piece. 
This is the greatest blasphemy and heresy that 
ever any sect of fanatics or foolish idolaters 
were guilty of.” 

P.---Now in the most unbounded rage. 
‘Call me an Idolater, a heretic ? you lie! you 
d—d scoundrel.’’ 

C.—“TI quoted in Irish, Acts, 17--29. So 
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then, as we are the offspring of God, we ought 
not to judge the Deity to be like silver or gold, 
or a stone carved by art or man’s device.’” 

P.—‘‘I am not an Irish scholar, I know not 
what you are saying.” 

C,--“I am sorry you are not, sir.’’ 

P.—‘ What makes you so sorry?” 

C.-—“‘ Because any man that exhibits so 
many other qualifications peculiar to the cel- 
tic race, as you do, ought, in my judgment, to 
understand the Irish language.” 

P.——““ What are those peculiar qualities 
you see me exhibit ?” 

C.—* Look at your head, sir.” 

P.—‘‘ What is the matter with my head?’ 

C.—“If you will feel ofit, sir, you will find 
it to be now as warm as hot Brickbath, and I 
fear it is rather dangerous for two hot-headed 
Irishmen to remain any longer together, there- 
fore, I will feel very thankful to yow 
if you will transfer me to Mr. McClusky. I 
hope he is at least Americanised, and has a 
smoother grain, I can touch himcloser. Doubt- 
less, he may also be better able to do justice 
to your course, by treating both that and those 
with whom he speaks in a gentlemanly and 
christian-like manner.” 


CHURCH OF ROME EXAMINED. 77 


MeClusky.—* I would rather have nothing 
to say in the affair, sir, as I had not the plea- 
sure of commencing with you, which, if I 
had, would give me great satisfaction, indeed. 
I would prefer to listen to you and McCain, 
for I?ll assure you, he can do full as much jus- 
tice to the cause as I can.” 

O.—* I thank youkindly for your frankness ; 
you have acknowledged more than I thought 
you would. If you consider McCain can do 
as much justice to your common cause as you 
ean, I am satisfied you will not stick to papers: 
very long.” 

MceClusky.—“I trust I will stick to my 
religion as long as I live, but at present, I 
would rather not have any more to say 
about it.” 

P.—‘*I would like to have some of the Pro- 
testant ministers come and vindicate their 
never-ending schisms; I would gladly take up 
these controverted’ points. with any of them. 
As for you, you have never read much, if any’ 
Theology, neither do you know the Scriptures,. 
therefore, you are not fit to hold a systematic 
argument.”’ | 

'C.--“Doubtless many of these Ministers. 
would if they knew you wanted them, be gladi 
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to meet you; many more would consider it a 
waste of time, as they nor you can bring any 
new topics on the stage. All that you, and 
they have to say, has been raked and raked 
over time and again. But it appears it has 
done little good, for you areas hardin your sins 
now, and cling with as much tenacity to your 
absurdities, as if they had never been molested. 
You can save yourself the trouble of a repeti- 
tion of these points, if you will appoint a place 
for me to meet you; I’ll give you something to 
pick at, that Protestant Ministers know noth- 
ing of, and will perhaps interest the public, ifnot 
you, and you will gain as much, if not more 
merit, for if you refute, and show me and the 
public I have done wrong in rejecting them as 
having any thing to do with Christianity, 
though you teach them for doctrines, you will 
gain more credit in the world, and if your 
cause be right, more merit in the sight of God, 
by restoring me to the faith, than if you con- 
verted ten Protestant Ministers. It is eas 
enough to lead some credulous Protestz i t 
into a pit, which they know nothing of, 
especially by such artifices as you use 

to catch their young and beautiful ladies, whom | 
you confine in your prisons, called Nunneries.” 
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P.—*‘ What artifices do we use, sir, let us 
hear your story?’ 

O.—* You put me in mind, when trying to 
catch young Nuns, of my Mother when she 
wanted to catch chickens. She used to first 
shake a few grains of corn, a distance from the 
door, for them to pick, when they had finished 
that,she would throw them more still closer, 
and so on, until she got them inside the door, 
after which she locked them up precisely the 
very way you do when putting these poor crea- 
tures, through the different proceses of white, 
green and black vails; after they get the last 
Vail on, and they are secure in your persons, 
the poor creatures become an easy prey to 
your ‘boundless lusts, without even a chance of 
appeal, to whom ban they. gd tiict ao *v Stent 
don’t tell me sir I know all.” i i . 

P.—‘‘That is the very weapon all of you who 
leave the church use—-slander.”’ 

oS at ll assure you, sir, I have never made it 
my business, much as it ismy duty to repeat or 

1 make any discoveries of your disgusting secret 

iy mysteries, nor do Iever intend to. I would 

'. not lower my character in iosge so; you know 
_ the reason.” : é, 

P.—What is the reason, because they are 

* * not fit to be told, sir, no not 
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even if you and I were to-morrow (which God. 
grant) on the stage of controversy, need you 


fear that I could use any scandalous word, 


You know very well, sir, pointing himto some | 


words, such language is not fit to beused. I do 
not wonder that those who nurse popery from 
their mother’s breast, and in whose bones sin- 
ews and marrow it actually grows, listen 
with pious attention to such interrogations ; but 
} am astonished how you keep any you con- 
vert from Protestantism. Even if you ask 
them such light questions as you publish to 
the world, on page 209 of the guardian of the 
soul. I think, sir, you or some other gentleman 
of your color, had better take a public method 
of converting me, as I am ready and willing to 
meet you or your Bishop, and especially as I 
am open to conviction.” 

P.—*‘Convert you ?” 

C.--“It is no more than your duty, sir. 
You know the man in the parable, left his 
ninety and nine sheep in the wilderness, and 


went after that which was lost until he found — 


it. You see how different his course was 
from yours. You would run after the Protes- 
tant sheep, and leave your own to wander in 
the desert. Who ever heard of a shepherd 
losing one of his sheep, and not try to gain it 
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again; especially when the poor sheep is daily 
following after him and desiring him to show 
a safe road that it may enter. Such a man 
sir, is unworthy his office. Surely he resem- 
bles a wolf more than a shepherd.” 

P.—‘“I might as well try to change the 
course of the sun, as convert you from your 
errors.” 

C.—‘‘ I suppose you think I know the way 
too well, and have concluded it is rather dan- 
gerous to return. Now, sir, before we part I 
have a few words to say to you, separate from 
controversy ; after which I will leave you in 
the hands of God, praying that he may have 
mercy on you, even as he had on me. It is 
this. You whocan puta lock on the mouths 
of so many, and tell them how often they may 
eat meat, fish, butter, cheese, eggs, lard, crack- 
ers, &c., why do you not prevent them from 
drinking brandy, gin, &c.; fighting one with 
the other, beating their wives, besotting and 
degrading their own nature; showing bad ex- 
amples to their children, and demoralizing all 
with whom they co-mingle.’’ 

P.—‘‘ I cannot do it. Isuppose you have 
passed through the afore-mentioned ordeal !” 

C,—‘I have never beaten my wife, sir, be- 
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cause I had none, But I assure you, sir, I 
have done many things, while under the spir- 
itual direction of men of your order, I would 
now be ashanied to see others do. But thank 
God Iam clear of such trickery, and am able 
to show you a moreexcellent way. I can tell 
you, sir, hoping that you will remember it, 
that the peace of heart and soul which I now 
enjoy, and the temper and good will to all, 
more than pays me, were there no hereafter 
at all. But Iam confident there is, and that 
one day you and I will stand at the judgment 
bar of Christ, whom you insult by placing the 
virgin Mary on his mediatorial throne. Re- 
member what he said while on earth: ‘He 
that denieth me before men, him will I deny be- 
fore my Father and his holy angels.’ In that 
day when your mummeries will be tried before 
the fiery trial of Christ’s judgment, and you 
find they are consuming like chaff, you will 
call upon the mountains and rocks to hide 
you from the face of him whose blessed truths 
you have perverted. You know as well as I 
can tell you that you have no purgatory to 
go to, aad the virgin Mary in whom you put 
your trust, cannot save you from ruin; you 
have not only your own guilt to account for, 
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but also the poor credulous dupes you have 
gulled. Remember what the Saviour said, 
‘If the blind lead the blind, they shall both 
fall into the ditch.? Consider, sir, what an 
awful thing it is to be ushered into the pres- 
ence of God unprepared. You cannot plead 
any ignorance; it is obstinence and self-will, 
that willruin your soul. You not only follow 
him for the loaves and fishes, but also sell him 
for the bag, Judas like.” ;. 

P.—Seizing me by the collar, he exclaimed, 
““my door is open from you, sir, walk out, 
walk out; I will hear you no longer.” 

~C.—* Yes, sir, I am ready togo, but I wish 
to go out in a respectable manner. Let me 
shake hands with you, my countryman, be- 
fore I go. Let us part as we met in peace. 
Let not your Irish nature so overcome you as 
to forget Christian courtesy. I shall not 
handle you quite so rough, when you come to 
seeme. I am sorry to see you in a passion, 
sir.” 

P.—“ Me go to your house, sir ?”? 

C.—“ Yes, sir, I would be glad to see you 
come at any time, and instruct me; but you 
must do it in a mild and Christian like man- 
ner. It looks bad to seea priest in a passion, 
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sir. You know pride is the nursery of pas- 
sion, and pride and humility, which should 
grace the lips and heart of every priest, can- 
not reign in one bosom.” 

P.-—“I am not angry, sir, though I must 
acknowledge you have often provoked me 
very much during the evening; but I like | 


you now as well as I did when you first’ ca ae 


in.” 
C.—“ You may do that sir, and still not 
like me very well.’ 

P.——“* Now while striving to learn, you lay 
great stress on the Bible; will you prove to 
me that there was any command from God to 
write the New Testament.’’ 

C.—“ Do you believe the Holy Ghost is 
God ?” 

P.—* Certainly, I do sir.” 

C.— Do you believe the apostles were in- 
spired writers ?” 

P.—T do, sir.’ 7 

C.—“ With what spirit do you suppose 
they were inspired ?° 

P.—“ With the spirit of God, I believe.’ ‘ 

C.—“Was it not under the influence of that 
spirit that they wrote the Holy Scriptures her 

P.-—“ You cannot — that, sir.’ 
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C.—“ Did the Saviour not tell them to 
‘tarry in Jerusalem, until they were instruct- 
ed from on high? Did he not tell them he 
would send them the. spirit o1 truth which 
would guide them unto all truth, and which 
would put them in mind of all that he said to 
them.’ Here then is the third person of God 


“ee prema ptlang them of all they should write, and 


“influencing them to do so. How can there be 
amore direct command from God than this ?” 
~ McClusky took me by the hand in a very 
respectful manner, and said: ‘‘ Mr. Hurley, I 
suppose you remember what the Greeks and 
Jews said to St. Paul ?” 

C.--“ Yes, sir, I do. They told him they 
would hear him again.’ 

McClusky.--‘So will I hear thee again, 
sir; but time has rapidly passed by ; we thank 
you for this visit, sir—good night.” 

C.--“ Peace be wath you, sir.” 


FAREWELL TO POPERY. 

“4 a ' = 

As probably this may be my last opportuni- 
ty, I will seize it to give my farewell to Pope- 
ry, hoping it may fall into the hands of some 
of my countrymen, who will readily see that 
the sentiment, though not the poetry, is true 
to the letter. 


Farewell to all my Papish creeds ; 
Masses. aves, penance, beads ; 

Long have you kept my soul, indeed, 
In fetters bound, without relief. 


Long have you cheated me of bliss, 
For peace you gave mg wretchedness. bis 
Priests and Popes you always put, r 
Instead of Christ my Righteousness. 


To do his work for me you gave 

The Virgin, and the other saints ; 

You told me not the Lamb was slain, 
Whose blood would wash out every stain. 


a 


87 ‘s 


From fairies witchcraft to protect; 
My thoughts from heaven to divert ; 
A little bag the Pope had blessed, 
Around my neck was always kept. 


In the Bible I now read ; ; 
The book of life, which guides my Greed! 
That if in Jesus I believe, 

From sin and death I shall be freed. 


Without confession to a Priest; 
Without a charm in bog or beads; 

_ And without walking on my knees, 
To satisfy for my past deeds. 


Oh! what a joy is this to me. 
That I no longer need to be, 
Running after Roman Priests ; 
Their absolution to receive. 


Oh! what a change has this produced ; 
_ A holy life, I now pursue ; 

_ My rebel heart, is all subdued 

By grace divine, which made it new. 


No mortal lips have ever told ; 

Nor angels tongue, nor harp of gold, 
All the sweet peace that fills my soul, 
Since I believed in Christ alone. 
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Oh! come ye ransomed of the Lord, 
Help me proclaim it all abroad ; 

To every subject of the Pope, 

This peace I find in Christ to hope. 


Oh blessed Savior, help me speak 

To those, for whom my heart now bleeds; 
Who still are cheated by false creeds, 
From which thy grace has set me free. 


Help me to tell of joys above; 

To talk of all thy boundless love ; 

That those slaves by Priests now drove, 
May break their chains, and read thy word. 


See 4 
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